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n^im status 

Claims 1-33. a- pending. Claim. 1-33 stand r.iected. 
Clai. .4 has been amended. No claims have been added or 

canceled. 

.. ^.^tions - U.S.C. S 102 
Clai^ 1-20. 23, and 27-33 stand rejected m^der 3S U.S^- 
S 102(B) as being anticipated by Bailey et al . (U.S. Pat. No. 
s 012,«s, . More specifically, the Office Action asserts that -a 
plurality of overflow signals" reads on FIG. 1. ele«»nts .1-64 of 
Bailey, that -a plurality of periods" reads on the periods shown xn 
PIC. 5 Of Bailey, that »a plurality of control registers storing a 
plurality of selection values" reads on FIG. 8, elements 510a-c of 
Bailey, and that -a first trigger generator comprising first trigger 
generation ,»ans for generating a first timeout event trigger signal 
based on the plurality of overflow signals and a first one of the 
plurality of selection values" reads on FIG. 2 of Bailey. 

Applicant disagrees with this Interpretation of Bailey and 
respectfully traverses this rejection. The plurality of "periods" 
show„ in FIG. 5 of Bailey, for example, are not a plurality of 
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• ^^Te The ^^periods'' snown 

3..,ey as the "plurality bf ^rflow a.snal., The 

-i« ^;i4 of FIG. 1- Ratner, 

m FIG. 5 are not the periods o« s.gnal. 61-« of 

. -perio..- Shown in PXO. 5 are ^rely successive values o. 
..„c. .i^. output the cloo. 40 ,col. 5. lines . The 

Office Action fails to point to any correlation het«ee„ these 

io CI -64 output by the timer 
.periods- and the periods of the signals 61 outp 

.„.put losic 60. .urthern^re. the Office Action fails to point to 
„y teaching in Bailey that the signals 61-S. are periodic (i.e.. 

have periods) . 

The Office Action, therefore, fails to demonstrate that Bailey 
teaches an express limitation of claim 1. Claim 1. therefore, 
patentably distinguishes over Bailey. 

Furthermore, Bailey does not disclose generating a first 
ti,»out event trigger signal based on the plurality of overflow 
signals, as expressly retired by claim 1. As described above, the 
Office Action interprets signals 61-6. in FIG. 1 of Bailey as -a 
plurality of overflow signals." As is clear from PIG. 1 and the 
acco*anying description in Bailey, the signals 61-64 are the final 
output of the system shown in FIG. 1. Signals 61-64, in other 
.„rds. are not provided as input to any other component of the 
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system in PIG. 1. The system o£ FIG. 1, therefore, does not produce 
any signals baaed on signals 61-64. 

For at least this reason, as well, the Office Action fails to 
demonstrate that Bailey discloses an express limitation of claim 1. 
Claim 1, therefore, patentably distinguishes over Bailey. 

Claims 2-7 depend, either directly or indirectly, from claim 1 
and therefore patentably distinguish over Bailey for at least the 
same reasons. 

independent claim 10 includes the same relevant limitations as 
claim 1 and therefore patentably distinguishes over Bailey for at 
least the same reasons. Claims 11-19 depend, either directly or 
indirectly, from claim 10 and therefore patentably distinguish over 
Bailey for at least the same . reasons . 

independent claim 20 includes the same relevant limitations as 
claim 1 and therefore patentably distinguishes over Bailey for at 
least the same reasons. 

Applicant traverses the rejection of independent claim 23 for 
similar reasons. Claim 23, for example, recites "means for 
receiving a plurality of overflow signals." As explained above, the 
overflow signals 61-64 in FIG. 1 of Bailey are the final output of 
the system shown in FIG. 1, and are not received by any other 
component of the system. Bailey, therefore, fails to disclose an 
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Application serial Ko. 10/783, la-* 

* 1 -!«, 5-? Claim 23, therefore, patentably 
express element of claim 23. t-Aaxra ^ , 

distinguishes over Bailey. 

independent claim 27 includes the s«« relev»t limtations as 
claim 23 and therefore patentably diatinguiahee over Bailey for at 
least the same reaeone. Claim 28 depends from claim 27 and 
therefore patentably distinguishes over Bailey for at least the sa:^ 

reasons . 

independent claim 29 includes the same relevant limitations as 
Claim 23 and therefore patentably distinguishes over Bailey for at 
least the same reasons. Claims 30-33 depend, either directly or 
indirectly, from claim 29 and therefore patentably distinguish over 
Bailey for at least the same reasons. 

rlaim Rejection s - 35 U.S.C. § 103 
Claims 21, 22, and 24-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bailey in view of Tamura et al. 
(U.S. Pat. No. 6,247,138). 

Applicant traverses the rejection of claims 21, 22, and 24-26 
for the same reasons provided above. The Office Action incorrectly 
asserts that Bailey discloses a device comprising «a plurality of 
data inputs to receive a plurality of overflow signals." As 
described above, the signals 61-64 (which the Office Action 
interprets as overflow signals) are the final output of the system 
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. . m„iHr,lex9r or any other convponent 
or suggestion in Bailey o£ a multipleMr o 

having Inputs to reoeive the signals 61-64. Similarly, the Office 
;^tion aoes not point to any such teaching or suggestion in Ta^ura. 
^e =o,^in,tion of Bailey and Ta-oura, therefore, fails to teach or 
suggest an express lindtation of olain> 21. Claim 21 therefore 
patentably distinguishes over the combination of Bailey and Tamura. 
Claim 22 depends from claim 21 and therefore patentably 
distinguishes over the =o,*ination of Bailey and Tan«ra for at least 
the same reason. 

Claim 24, as amended, depends from claim 23 and therefore, 
patentably distinguishes over the combination of Bailey and Tamura 
for at least the same reasons provided above with respect to claim 
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Claim 25 includes the same relevant limitations as claim 21 and 
therefore patentably distinguishes over the combination of Bailey 
and Tamura for at least the same reasons. Claim 26 depends from 
claim 25 and therefore patentably distinguishes over the combination 
of Bailey and Tamura for at least the same reasons. 
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rOMCLUSIONS 

;^y .aeper,<ient clai™. not «peci£ic.Uy discussed above depend, 
eithe. di.ec.ly or indirectly, fro. the independent claims discussed 
a^ve and therefore are patentable for at least the sa,^ reason(s, . 

If the Examiner wishes to discuss this Response, the E:cainlner 
is requested to call the Applicant's attorney at the phone nun*,er 
listed below • 

If this response is not considered timely filed and if a 
. revest for extension of ti^ is otherwise absent, applicant hereby 
requests any extension of time. Please charge any fees or make any 
credits, to Deposit Account No. 50/1797. 

Respectfully siibmitted, 

Robert Plotkin, Esq. ^^^^ 
Reg. No. 43,861 



Robert Plotkin, P.C. 
91 Main Street, Suite 204 
Concord, MA 01742-2527 
Tel: (978) 318-9914 
Fax: (978) 318-9060 
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